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The ' advantages' of poverty.
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not,) must be productive of the highest advantages. Money, e sure, of itself is of no use; for its only use is to part with it. .sseau, and all those who deal in paradoxes, are led away by ildish desire of novelty1. When I was a boy, I used always ;hoose the wrong side of a debate, because most ingenious gs, that is to say, most new things, could be said upon it. there is nothing for which you may not muster up more isible arguments, than those which are urged against wealth
other external advantages. Why, now, there is stealing; 'should it be thought a crime? When we consider by what ist methods property has been often acquired, and that what unjustly got it must be unjust to keep, where is the harm in man's taking the property of another from him ? Besides, when we consider the bad use that many people make of • property, and how much better use the thief may make of
may be defended as a very allowable practice. Yet, Sir, experience of mankind has discovered stealing to be so very
a thing, that they make no scruple to hang a man for When I was running about this town a very poor fellow, .s a great arguer for the advantages of poverty; but I was, at same time, very sorry to be poor. Sir, all the arguments :h are brought to represent poverty as no evil, shew it to evidently a great evil. You never find people labouring jnvince you that you may live very happily upon a plentiful me.—So you hear people talking how miserable a King must and yet they all wish to be in his place2.1
ohnson told Dr. Buvncy that smith said, when he first began ite, he determined to commit to • nothing but what was news ic afterwards found that what new was false, and from that was no longer solicitous about .ty. BURNEY. Mr. Forstcr
of Goldsmith^ \. 421) says that note ' is another instance of the / various and doubtful forms in li stories about Johnson and smith are'apt to appear when
we lose sight of the trustworthy /ell. This is obviously a mere ised recollection of what is cor-
rectly told by Boswell [flos/, March 26, 1779].' There is much truth in Mr. Forster's general remark; nevertheless Burney likely enough repeated to the best of his memory what he had himself heard from Johnson.
° ' Their [the ancient moralists'] arguments have been, indeed, so unsuccessful, that I know not whether it can be shewn, that by all the wit and reason which this favourite cause has called forth a single convert was ever made ; that even one man has refused to be rich, when to be rich was in his power, from the con-Itwig, and writes me Mr. or Esq., ac-     Petty's Quantuhtmcunque, but do not
